REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 


Applicant appreciates the indication of allowability of claim 8. Claim 8 remains as the 
only independent claim. Claim 5, an elected claim is dependent upon claim 8. The deletions 
from claim 5 avoid duplication of elements already introduced in claim 8. Accordingly, claims 
8, 5 and 6 remain. It is submitted that they are allowable. 

In the Office Action, claim 7, 5 and 6 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 over two 
references. With the cancellation of claim 7 and the Amendment of claims 5 and 6 to be 
dependent upon allowable claim 8, it is submitted that previously rejected claims 5 and 6 are 
allowable. Accordingly, allowance of claims 8, 5 and 6 is requested. 

Entry of this Amendment after Final Office Action is requested. Claim 8 was allowed. 
Claims 5 and 6 are as previously presented, just made dependent on claim 8. It is believed this 
change raises no new issue and entry of this Amendment and allowance of the claims is 
requested. 
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